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Response to Comments of Public Hearing in San Jose, May 26, 2004 (PH-SJ001-054) 

PH-SJ001-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ001-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ001-3 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ002-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ002-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ002-3 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ003-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ003-2 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ003-3 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ003-4 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ004-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ004-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ005-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ006-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ006-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ006-3 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ007-1 
The statements regarding revenue and return of investment on Page 
2.4 (Draft Program EIR/EIS) are based on the Authority’s Final 
Business Plan, June 2000, and the supporting technical studies: 
Independent Ridership and Revenue Projections for High-Speed Rail 
Alternatives in California, 2000, and California High-Speed Rail 
Corridor Evaluation, 1999. 

Please see standard response 2.1.1 in regards to the Authority’s 
ridership and revenue forecasts.    

The statement on Page 2.4, “Generate about $900 million in 
revenues and return an operational surplus of more than $300 
million per year” is based on projected revenue versus operational 
and maintenance costs only. Capital costs were not a part of the 
calculation of annual return surplus.  Further information regarding 
the composition of the capital costs was presented in Chapter 4 of 
the Draft Program EIR/EIS, and the Capital Cost Technical Report. 
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The operations and maintenance costs applied in this calculation 
include train operations, equipment maintenance (including lifecycle 
costs), station services, marketing and reservations, insurance, 
general support, maintenance of way (infrastructure maintenance), 
and power.  The operations and maintenance costs applied in the 
Business Plan calculations are documented in the Corridor Evaluation 
Study.  The O&M costs related to the alternatives considered are 
documented in Chapter 4 of the Program EIR/EIS, in the Operations 
Technical Report, and in the Costs and Operations Technical Report.  
Cost figures were presented for purposes of assessing potential 
environmental impacts.  It is beyond the scope of the EIR/EIS to 
present a complete financial analysis for the proposed HST system.   

PH-SJ007-2 
Please see standard response 2.7.3. 

PH-SJ007-3 
Please see standard response 3.4.1.  

Noise barriers may be proposed in portions of the HST system where 
subsequent project level studies determine that the HST 
improvements and/or operation result in impacts.  The placement 
and configuration of the noise barriers would depend on the location 
and height of the noise-sensitive building(s) or resource(s) and the 
speed of the high-speed trains.  (See Section 3.4.5-A of the Draft 
Program EIR/EIS) 

PH-SJ007-4 
The comment is not specific about which environmental issues are 
“understated” for the peninsula corridor communities; however, the 
summary table (7.3-1) does identify moderate to high potential for 
visual impacts for elevated structures, and 3% to 14% of the 
alignment length with high potential for impacts on noise sensitive 
land use/populations, without mitigation.  Section 7.1.3 Construction 
Impacts describes short-term construction-related effects of dust 
and noise as a potential cumulative impact to communities when 
considered with other planned projects that might be under 

construction during the same period.  The Table was developed from 
the information provided in the more detailed discussions of 
potential impacts in Chapter 3 of the Draft EIR/EIS. 

Please see the more detailed discussion of potential impacts for the 
Bay Area to Merced region in each of the technical sections of the 
Draft Program EIR/EIS, particularly under noise (pages 3.4-17) and 
visual (pages 3.9-11).  For noise it states that "the existing Caltrain 
alignment along the San Francisco Peninsula and the East Bay 
railroad alignments passes through densely populated communities 
where there is high potential for noise impacts.  The potential noise 
impacts of the proposed HST service through these areas would 
result primarily from the greater frequency of trains, since the HST 
service would be operating at reduced speeds and would create 
similar noise levels to the existing services.  The HST system would 
be expected to result in the elimination of up to 48 grade crossings 
on the Peninsula and up to 38 grade crossings in the East Bay.  
Grade separation of existing rail services would result in considerable 
benefits from the elimination of the warning bells at existing at-
grade crossings and the horn blowing of the existing 
commuter/intercity services along these alignments." 

Visual impacts are described as "the track, catenary, fencing, 12-ft. 
to 16-ft high soundwalls and elevated guideway, and the trains 
themselves would introduce a linear element into the landscape that 
would have potential cumulative visual impacts when considered 
with the strong linear element of the existing highway and rail 
facilities that the HST would parallel."  Consideration of potential 
impacts and potential mitigation measures is by necessity general at 
this program-level of analysis, and opportunities for avoiding or 
reducing the impacts can only be fully explored at the project-level 
when further engineering design information is available.  The 
summary table is meant to show the relative differences between 
system alternatives for each topic and does not highlight specific 
community impacts.  Information about individual communities 
within the five regions is found in the technical sections of the 
Program EIS/EIR and technical reports for each region. 
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PH-SJ007-5 
Copies of the Draft Program EIR/EIS were placed in many local 
libraries for public viewing and the list of locations for viewing was 
publicized by mail and posted on the internet.  Please also see 
standard response 8.1.1. 

PH-SJ008-1 
Please see standard response 6.5.1. 

PH-SJ008-2 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ008-3 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ009-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ009-2 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ009-3 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ009-4 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ010-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority and the FRA acknowledge 
concurrence with the Project’s primary objectives.  The Authority and 
the FRA also acknowledge your request for respect for the Yokut’s 
and all other Native American territory. 

PH-SJ010-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ010-3 
Please refer to Response 6.3.1. Please also see standard response 
3.12.1 and standard response 3.12.2. 

PH-SJ010-4 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 10.1.14. 

PH-SJ010-5 
The Authority and the FRA acknowledge your request that the Gilroy 
HST Station be named in honor of the Amah Mutsun Tribal Band.  
The determination of station name is beyond the scope of this 
program-level process.  Project-specific environmental work will be 
required to determine precise station locations.  If the HST project 
should move forward, subsequent, more detailed analysis will cover 
issues like the naming of stations. 

PH-SJ011-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ011-2 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ011-3 
Acknowledged.  Please refer to standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ011-4 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified Union City as the 
preferred HST station to serve South Alameda County. 

PH-SJ012-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ012-2 
Acknowledged.   
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PH-SJ012-3 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ012-4 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ012-5 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ012-6 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ013-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ014-1 
Acknowledged. The complexity of the issues and the size of the Draft 
EIR/EIS and supporting documents were recognized and the 
comment period was extended.  While the minimum comment period 
would be 45 days, the co-lead agencies originally proposed a 90-day 
review period.  After receiving requests to extend the comment 
period, the Authority and FRA agreed to increase the comment 
period by an additional 90 days (180 days total). 

PH-SJ014-2 
The effect of the system alternatives on greenhouse gas emissions 
for intercity transportation in California was addressed in Section 3.1 
of the Draft Program EIR/EIS. 

PH-SJ014-3 
Acknowledged.  The table below shows the approximate percentage 
of total passengers at each of the San Francisco Bay Area airports 
that are were making local, intra-California trips in the base year 
used for forecasting HST ridership.   Assessing the need for or 
efficacy of proposed capacity enhancements at San Francisco 

International Airport was beyond the scope of the analysis prepared 
for the EIR/EIS.  However, a cost/benefit analysis of the proposed 
HST system was performed, and it did include a quantification of 
benefits arising from reduced delays at the major California airports. 

Airport Percent Local Intra-
California Passengers  

(base year for HSR 
forecasts) 

San Francisco International (SFO) 11.1% 
Oakland International (OAK) 44.8% 
San Jose International (SJC) 33.5% 

 

PH-SJ015-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ016-1 
Acknowledged.  The Draft Program EIR/EIS describes the 
systemwide alternatives (HST, No Project, and Modal Alternative), 
and describes the potential environmental impacts of the various 
HST design options.  A summary of the HST design option 
comparisons is provided in Chapter 6.  As this is a program-level 
document, the alternatives are considered at a conceptual level of 
detail.  Please see standard response 6.3.1, indicating further study 
of the northern mountain crossing corridor will be undertaken before 
a preferred alignment linking the Central Valley and the Bay Area is 
selected.  

PH-SJ016-2 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ017-1 
Acknowledged. 
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PH-SJ018-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ019-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ019-2 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ019-3 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ019-4 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ019-5 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

PH-SJ019-6 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Hayward Line to I-
880 (which primarily utilizes the median of I-880 between Fremont 
and San Jose) as the preferred alignment between Oakland and San 
Jose. 

PH-SJ019-7 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ019-8 
Please see standard response 6.5.1.  The Palo Alto and Redwood 
City sites are considered to be design options for a (single) potential 
“Mid-Peninsula” HST station. 

PH-SJ019-9 
Acknowledged.  The Authority’s preferred HST station locations do 
not include a station at Santa Clara.  The Authority does not intend 
to investigate this potential HST station option in further studies. 

PH-SJ019-10 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ020-1 
Please see standard response 2.1.6. 

PH-SJ021-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ021-2 
They are nice but not required or necessary; the ones already 
included can be considered representative, conceptual renderings; it 
may be appropriate to include additional sims at the project-level 
when specific facilities and alignments are being analyzed. 

PH-SJ022-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ023-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ024-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ025-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ025-2 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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PH-SJ025-3 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ026-1 
Acknowledged.  Please refer to standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ027-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ027-2 
The co-lead agencies acknowledge that this is a Program EIR/EIS 
that would be followed by project-level environmental reviews that 
assess and address site-specific issues. The purpose of the Program 
EIR/EIS is to provide sufficient information to support the decisions 
to be made at the system and corridor level.  In this regard the Co-
Lead agencies have determined that more information is required to 
provide a basis for selecting an alignment option between Merced 
and the San Francisco Bay Area.  Please see standard response 
3.15.7 regarding anticipated future reviews of alignment options  
between  the Central Valley and the Bay area and standard response 
3.15.2 regarding the more general level of review in this PEIR/S and 
the more detailed impact reviews anticipated under the project-level, 
Tier 2 studies.  The additional evaluations to be completed in these 
studies clearly will review the types of issues raised in this comment. 

PH-SJ027-3 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ027-4 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ028-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ029-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ029-2 
Please see standard responses 2.1.1 and 2.1.2. 

PH-SJ030-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ030-2 
Prior to revenue service, Emergency Preparedness Procedures will be 
developed in accordance with FRA regulations.  Emergency access 
and evacuation plans will be completed and approved prior to final 
design of the system.  Operating crews will be trained on these 
emergency preparedness procedures which will provide them with 
instructions on handling operating and passenger-related 
emergencies. To the extent possible, the HST infrastructure would 
be used to evacuate stranded passengers from and transport 
emergency personnel to remote locations.  Train operations would 
be halted in the event of a forest fire that threatens the safety of the 
operation.  In this case, passengers would be taken to a safe 
location and provided an alternate means of transportation. 

Regarding wildfires, most of the undeveloped areas traversed by the 
HST alignment options are hilly or mountainous terrain, which 
require tunneling and elevated structures.  These tunnels and 
structures provide substantial areas where the HST line can be 
crossed by emergency equipment fighting wildfires.  Appropriate 
crossings could also be incorporated into the HST system as it is 
designed and implemented. 

PH-SJ030-3 

Please see standard response 3.15.5. 

PH-SJ031-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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PH-SJ032-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ033-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ033-2 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ034-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ035-1 
Please refer to Response 6.3.1.  Please also see standard response 
3.15.3 and standard response 3.15.4 on habitat and potential 
fragmentation. 

PH-SJ036-1 
Acknowledged.    

PH-SJ037-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ038-1 
While many foreign HST systems have produced outstanding safety 
records using design standards based on accident prevention, 
current Federal Railroad Administration safety regulations focus on 
accident survival for intercity passenger services.  If it is approved, 
the proposed HST system would be designed to meet the 
requirements prescribed by the FRA for HST systems operating up to 
220 mph.    It is beyond the level of detail of this program-level 
EIR/EIS process to address specific design requirements for the 
proposed HST system.   

PH-SJ038-2 
Please see standard response 2.36.1 and standard response 2.36.8.   

PH-SJ038-3 
Acknowledged.    

PH-SJ039-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ039-2 
Individual property impacts are not identified at the program-level of 
environmental analysis and the broad public outreach conducted was 
appropriate for preparation and review of the Draft EIR/EIS.  Notice 
to property owners that may be directly affected would occur during 
project-level environmental reviews. 

PH-SJ039-3 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ040-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ041-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ042-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ043-1 
Please see standard response 2.8.1.   

PH-SJ043-2 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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PH-SJ043-3 
Please see Responses 2.1.1 and 2.1.2.   

PH-SJ043-4 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ044-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ045-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ046-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1.  Please also note that in 
regards to the San Luis Reservoir Recreation Area and O’Neil 
Forebay, page III-32 of the Corridor Evaluation report states, “The 
would be visual impacts to these resources as well as to residential 
areas adjacent to the alignment”.  Previously developed information, 
including the Corridor Evaluation Report, along with new information 
was reviewed in the preparation of the Draft EIR/EIS. 

PH-SJ047-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ047-2 
Operating speeds may reach 220 mph through segments of the 
northern mountain crossing alignment options.  As the comment 
notes, there is a distinct change in pressure as the train enters and 
exits tunnels at these speeds.  This has been accounted for in the 
design criteria requirements for the cross-sectional area of the 
tunnel (larger cross-sectional area reduces the subsequent pressure 
change).  In addition, to avoid changes in cabin pressure that may 
be uncomfortable to passengers, it is assumed that the trainsets 
would be sealed and pressurized.  This is common practice for other 
operating HST services (i.e., Eurostar, Shinkansen, etc.). 

PH-SJ047-3 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ048-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ049-1 
The proposed HST would link the state’s major metropolitan areas – 
which is where the highest concentrations of people (and potential 
ridership) are now and which are expected to grow.  There would be 
a variety of HST services, including express trains where the HST 
trains may not stop between the terminus stations.  The concept of 
having a HST system with only two stops, “one at each end and 
nowhere in between,” would not meet the purpose and need 
identified for the proposed HST system since this would not “link the 
major metropolitan areas of the state. 

The amount of infrastructure needed for the HST system and 
potential operational costs are summarized in Chapter 4, Costs and 
Operations, of the Draft Program EIR/EIS.  Ridership forecasts were 
done as part of the Authority’s June 2000 Business Plan; these 
forecasts are referenced in Chapter 2, Alternatives, of the Draft 
Program EIR/EIS.  Please also see standard response 2.13.1. 

PH-SJ049-2 
HST systems have been extensively proven in regular revenue 
service throughout the world.  HST systems do not “knock over the 
vegetation” or “knock things up.”  HST systems rely on state-of-the-
art signaling and communications systems and have proven to be a 
safe and reliable form of transportation.  Modern HST system design 
includes wayside detection and monitoring systems so that any 
obstacle or break in the tracks is instantly detected.  It is also 
common practice in operating HST systems to dispatch a non-
revenue train (without passengers) over the line daily to physically 
inspect/test the status of the infrastructure, systems, and right-of-
way. 
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PH-SJ049-3 
The Authority’s June 2000 Business Plan indicates that the initial 
capital costs of the HST system would need to be largely publicly 
financed.  The ability for the HST system to have an operational 
surplus (passenger revenues exceeding operational and maintenance 
costs) is not related to the initial capital costs of the system.  In 
order to have high ridership, the HST system would have to be 
competitive as to time and price with other modes of transportation.  
The fare structure used to produce the ridership and revenue 
forecasts for the Authority’s Business Plan (low-end forecasts) was 
selected because it increased ridership (e.g., user benefits) while 
maintaining significant passenger revenue.  For purposes of analysis, 
under this fare structure, HST fares were set to equal 50% of the 
average airfare (at the time of the analysis) for travel between San 
Francisco and Los Angeles.  However, the HST system would be 
priced based upon the distance traveled, as opposed to air 
transportation within California where shorter distance intercity trips 
are often charged substantially higher rates than longer-distance 
trips between California’s major metropolitan regions.  Please also 
see standard responses 2.1.1 and 2.1.2.   

PH-SJ049-4 
To avoid changes in cabin pressure that may be uncomfortable to 
passengers, the trainsets would be sealed and pressurized.  This is 
common practice for other operating HST services (i.e. Eurostar, 
Shinkansen, etc.).   

An HST system is intended to provide a more reliable, safe, and 
convenient means of intercity travel than is currently available by 
auto or air.  Security is certainly a priority, however pending detailed 
security planning, it is anticipated that passengers will board and 
disembark in a relatively hassle-free manner as is the practice of 
intercity and commuter rail services in this country and HST systems 
worldwide.  Please see standard response 2.8.1 regarding HST 
security. 

PH-SJ050-1 
Please see standard response 3.5.3. 

PH-SJ050-2 
Acknowledged.  The purpose of the proposed HST system is to 
provide intercity travel between California’s major metropolitan 
areas.  Improvements to light rail and other transit services are the 
responsibility of other local and regional agencies and are not the 
subject of this program environmental process.  There must be a 
limited number of stations to have an effective HST system, and that 
the HST system needs to operate at high speeds between major 
cities.  However, in Europe and Japan, HST services are designed to 
allow for a variety of stopping patterns (express, skip-stop, local, 
etc.), which enable a variety of intercity markets to be served on the 
same infrastructure.  In order to effectively serve California’s “major” 
cities, intermediate stations have been designed with four tracks to 
allow for express operations.   

PH-SJ050-3 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ050-4 
Please see standard response 3.5.3. 

PH-SJ050-5 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ050-6 
Acknowledged.  HST services have been operating safely through 
tunnels for many years and without causing damage to adjacent 
property. 

PH-SJ051-1 
Acknowledged. 
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PH-SJ051-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ052-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1 

PH-SJ053-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ054-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ054-2 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ055 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ055 Continued 
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Response to Comments of James Webb, Jr., City of San Jose, High Speed Rail Authority, May 26, 2004 (Letter PH-
SJ055) 

PH-SJ055-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ055-2 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ056 
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Response to Comments of Michael M. Honda, Zoe Lofgren, Anna Eshoo, Congress of the United States, May 26, 2004 
(Letter PH-SJ056) 

PH-SJ056-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ056-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ056-3 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ056-4 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ056-5 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ057 
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Response to Comments of Melissa Hippard, Sierra Club, May 26, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ057) 

PH-SH057-1   
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ057-2   
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ057-3 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ057-4 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ058 
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Response to Comments Henry W. Coe State Park (Letter PH-SJ058 and Attachment E) 

PH-SJ058-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ059 
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Response to Comments (Letter PH-SJ059) 

PH-SJ059-1 
Attachment to PH-SJ021-2. No response needed. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ060 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ060 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ060 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ060 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ060 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ060 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ060 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ060 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ060 Continued 

 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page 7-651

 

Response to Comments of Richard McDonald, May 26, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ060) 

PH-SJ060-1 
Read under PH-SJ039.  Please see PH-SJ039 for responses. Please 
see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ061 
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Response to Comments of Philip D. Lively, P.E., January 20, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ061) 

PH-SJ061-1 through 5 
Read under PH-SJ007.  Please see PH-SJ007 for responses. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ062 
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Response to Comments of John W. Scherrer, P.E., August 25, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ062) 

PH-SJ062-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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